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Priority 
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Lack of unity of invention 
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INTERNATIONAL PRELIMINARY 
EXAMINATION REPORT 



International application No. PCT/IT 02/00804 



I. Basis of the report 

1. With regard to the elements of the international application (Replacement sheets which h^wc. hc^c^n fami^h^^ *^ 
the receiving Office In response to an invitation underAZe14am^^ 

and arenot annexed to this report since they do not contain amendmen^Rules mwand ^//^'"^"y ^^^"^ 



Description, Pages 

2-5 

1,1a, lb 



as originally filed 

received on 1 1 .09.2004 with letter of Oa09J3004 



Claims, Numbers 
1-4 

Drawings, Sheets 

1/My4 



as originally filed 



as originally filed 



2. With regard to the language, all the elements mariced above weiB available or furnished to this Anthnntw in tho 
language in which the International application was filed, unless othenAfise McSKer^^^^^^ ^ 

These elements were available or furnished to this Authority In the following language: : , which is: 

□ the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of the international search (under Rule 23.1 (b)). 

□ the language of publication of the international application (under Rule 48.3(b)). 

° Rute^sTa^tt ^""^ ^"'^^^^^ international preliminafy examination (under 

a With regani to any nucleotide andibr amino acid sequence dteclosed in the International aDDllcation the 
International preliminary examination was carried out on the basis of the sequent fetingf 

□ contained in the Intematlonal application In written form. 

□ filed together with the Intematlonal application in computer readable form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority in written fonn. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority in computer readable form. 

° XetSSXSta^^^^^^^^^^^ ^ ''^vond the disclosure 

° iSig?^^^^^ '^"^'"^^"^ "^"^^^^ '^^^^'^ ^*^«"«cal to the wrrtten sequence 

4, The amendments have resulted in the cancellation of: 

□ the description, pages: 

□ the claims, Nos.: 

□ the drawings, sheets: 



FOmi PCT^PEA/409 (January 2004) 
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INTERNATIONAL PRELIMINARY 
EXAMINATION REPORT 



International application No. PCT4T 02/D0804 



5. □ This report has been established as If (some of) the amendments had not been made, since they have 

been considered to go beyond the disclosure as filed (Rule 70.2(c)). 

(^^nymptacements^^ amendments must b& rBformd to under item 1 and annexed to this 

6. Additional observations, if necessary: 

V. Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or Industrial appiicabilitv 
citations and explanations supporting such statement «FKwwawimy, 

1. Statement 



Novelty (N) 


Yes: 


Claims 


1-4 




No: 


Claims 




Inventive step (IS) 


Yes: 


Claims 


1-4 




No: 


Claims 




industrial applicability (iA) 


Yes: 


Claims 


1-4 




No: 


Claims 





2. Citations and explanations 
see separate sheet 
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V. Reasoned statement under Artinte aff(p) pQT 

1 . The following documents have been considered for the purposes of this report: 

D1 = U6 2001/019263 
D2 = US-A-615D809 



2. Article 6 (clarity) 



The present claim 1 1s not clear because the temi "reticles" seems to be 
inappropriate in this context and the device does not cqdIkI said reticles. The 
claim should be amended by, for Instance, replacing the Initial part thereof with the 
following expression taken from lines 3 and 4 on page 1 of the description: 
Magnetic-Inductive device for the non-destructive testing of ferromagnetic inserts. 

3. Article 33/2) (nnvftWy) 

Both D1 and 02 relate to magnetic-inductive devices suitable for non-destructive 
testing of fen^omagnetic inserts. However, none of the two documents comprise 
any means to rotate the coils of the devices. 



The present application thus satisfies the criterion set forth in Article 33(2) PCT 
because the subject-matter of, daim 1 and the claims dependent thereon is new in 
respect of prior art as defined in the regulations (Rule 64(1 )-(3) PCT), 

4. Artide 33r3^ PCT (jnvanth/A .rtap) 

The above mentioned difference between daim 1 and the prior art allows the coils 
to be adapted to different shapes of objects to be tested. Both D1 and D2 are only 
suitable fortesting straight, even objects such as bars, sheets or railway tracks. 

5. The independent claims should have been drafted in the two-part fomi as required 
by Rule 6.3(b) PCT, whereby the features known from D2 should have been 
placed In the preamble. 



Fom PCT/Sepaiate SheeiMog (Shset 1) (EPMpm 1997) 



